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Interview Summary 


Application No 

: 

10/666,208 


Mppucant(s) 

THOMANN ET AL. 


Examiner 

Victor J. Taylor 


Art Unit 

2863 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel)' 
(1) Examiners D. McElheny and V. Tavlor. . 



(2) Charles E. Smith 32.085. and Gene W. Lee 55.369 . 
Date of Interview: 20 May 2004 . 



(3) Abe Hershkovitz 45 ^294 

(4) Mandi Milbank 50.853 



Type: a)Q Telephonic b)g] Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)Q applicant 2M applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)E3 No 
If Yes, brief description: _. 

Claim(s) discussed: 23-26 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: US 6.473.696 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims ©□ was reached. g)IE was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an aqreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

713 04) - ,f 8 reply t0 the last ° ffice action has a,read V ^en filed, APPLICANT IS 
=SS} ° NE M0N ™ FR ° M ™ IS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 2 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/666,208 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

in/««« ™« interviewwa f 9ranted in view of the instant US application 09/973,529 and the continuing US application 

1 0/666,208 as requested by the applicant on 20 May 2004. This interview was granted on very short notice by the 

S«"o™ £ v,e ^? the P endin 9 'nstant application 09/973,529 as a courtesy to the applicant. Instant application US 

10/666,208 has had no prior examination at this time. The items discussed include the notice of response to the 

improper RCE of 20 November 2003 and the improper RCE in the pending application 09/973,529 in view of the prober 

continuation in the co-pending US 10/666,208 and the correct priority date. The interference with US 6 473 696 

concerning claims 1 9 and 25 was discussed and no agreement was made pending the examination. The'priority data 

based on US 09/973,529 was discussed in view of the corrections to the improper RCE in case 09/973 529 to be 

addressed. The incomplete list of attorneys of record found in application 10/666,208 are to be corrected The 

statement of the relevant art in the very large IDS of application 10/666,208 is to be addressed The proper line of 

Mc m S!>°ci US f P P |ications 10/318,786 and US 10/666,208 and 10/666,610 and US 10/779,885 all continuation of 
US 09/973,529 are to be addressed. 



victor Tavlor M 



Victor Taylor 
20 May 2004 
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Charles E. Smith 

Chief Attorney 



E^onMobil 



ExxonMobil 

Upstream Research Company 

P.O. Box 2189 

Houston, Texas 77252-2189 

713 431 4554 Telephone 

713 431 4664 Facsimile 

Charles. e.smith. law @ exxonmobil.com 

An ExxonMobil Subsidiary 



GENE W. LEE 

1251 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS, NEW YORK, NY 1 O02O 
TEL 212.596.9000 FAX 212.596.9090 

direct dial 212.596.9053 E-mail glee@fishneave.com 



FISH Sc NEAVE 



Hershkovitz & Associates 

Patent, Trademark & Copyright Causes 

Abraham Hershkovitz 

Registered Patent Agent 

1725 I Street, N.W., Suite 300 703-323-9330 
Washington, DC 20006 Fax: 703-323-66 1 7 

E-mail: hershkovitz_patents@verizon.net 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Pa, H nt E f a , mln ' n9 Procedure < MPEP >. Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

asrrSrtss ass^rs' ,e,ephohe m ^ wi,h ^ — - «* - * 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
amu .»u»i- « 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writino 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 
" Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) - - - 

- Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^^^V he{her f agre ! ment was reached and if so - a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

^te: Agreement as to allowability isUJXnd does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

«hn, , M ho '111 d H es i rable tha ! 1 ! h f»! Xa , nr l iner ora,ly remind the a PP |icant of h's or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will hot normally be considered a complete and dtodw reco^aHm Tthl ,n?»™,!w 

SnVe^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) SSSS^ of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are a.ready described on the , 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

r«,!ir« T Thf? ° l - ar 9 unie " ts : need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
Z^Z't? be unders 00d h in »1f. oontext of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma° desire to ^emphasize and fu ly 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) empnasize a ™ niiiy 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and •* 

7) theexSer.' *" 96nera ' TeSUltS " butCome pf the ^jew unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record k nnt r n mni. t <. 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record P " 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

M-jISffilE !?K N "»K.'S!' 'Z'"™ °! "» e<,m '"" snouM »•"" ■ law sM *» »*'«» ex.mlnert version of th. 



